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FOR THE CHRISTIAN TELESCOPE. 


And this will, evidently, refer to his “ gathering to- 
gether all things in Christ.” From these and many 
otker passages which might be quoted, we cannot 
refuse our assent that the counsel of the most High 
‘* will stand and that he will do all his pleasure.” 
St. Paul again expresses himself thus, *‘ For this is 
| good and acceptable in the sight of God our Saviour, 
| who will have all men to be saved, and come unto the 
knowledge of the truth.” If God will reconcile all 
things to himself, and if he will bave all men to be 
| saved, will not this benevolent will be put into exe- 
A brief view of Calvinism has been considered in | cution ? And if this will is executed, will not man- 

a previous number of the Telescope. It was the | kind be finally happy, will not salvation and happi- 
design of the writer only to exhibit some of its most | ness be their portion for ever ? Will the testimony 
glaring inconsistencies. We now come to view the | | of Jesus Christ himself be believed ’ “1 came down 
opposite of Calvinism, viz. the salvation of the whole from heaven not to do mine own will, but the will of 
intelligent family of man, to a state of final and nev- | him that sent me.” Was the will of the Father con- 
er-ending happiness. The very namt of gospel, is | tradictory to that of his Sen? no one will pretend it. 
good news—good news of what? of salvation. To |The Saviour says, 
whom does it relate ? To the whole of God’s intelli- | which hath sent me, that of all which he hath given | 
gentcreation. Is this true ? Can it be supported by me I should lose nothing, but raise it up at the last | 
good testimony, by candid, impartial witnesses? day.” How much was given to Christ ? Koa says | 
Will any call in question the credibility of the ‘esti- | “all things were given me by my Father.” ‘The 
mony which the angel gave, when he appeared to | heathen were given to Christ as his inheritance and | 
the humble and innocent shepherds of Bethlehem ? | | the uttermost parts of the earth for his possession.” 
liear his language, ‘‘ fear not, for behold I bring you | Therefore not one of the human race can be lost, | 
good tidings of great joy, which shall be to all Peo- | | and his veracity stand firm, unimpeached. Will he 

ple. And suddenly there was with the angel a mul-| not finish the work which he came to do, ** fin- 
titude of the heavenly host praising God, and saying, | ish sin and make an end of transgression, and bring 
glory to God in the highest, and on earth peace, good | in an everlasting righteousness ”’ Did he require 
will towards men.” Was not this intelligence of the | 
most pleasing nature? That the ever-blessed God ' of his Father?” Did he give himself a “ransom for 
was the friend of ‘man, that Christ the Saviour was | all ?”’ and was not the ransom sufficient ? Yes, sufli- 
the medium through which life and salvation was to ‘cient to purchase the salvation and freedom of thou- 
be given to man, “ that he was the living bread that | sands of worlds. Has he not proclaimed “ liberty 
came down from heaven, which was to give life to | to the captives, and opening of the prison to them 
the world,”? that he was the captain of salvation, | that are bound.” And has not the prophet of the 
who was to defeat the powers of darkness, of sin and | most High foretold, that the ransomed of the Lord 
death. “ He was the desire of all nations,” and shall | shall return, and come to Zion with songs, and ever- 


Calvinism and Universalism Contrasted. 
(CONTINUED FROM PAGE 71.) 








“and this is the Father’s end 


the power? Was not ‘‘all power given unto him | 


himself, of Isaiah, and all the holy prophets, since 
the world began, will not suffice, I am unable to say 
what would. A few words to those who do believe 
that Jesus is the Saviour of the world. In what an 
amiable and interesting light does the doctrine of 
the Universal redemption of man by our Lord Jecus 
Christ, present itself, when contrasted with those 
of Calvin, or any other system that limits the salva- 
tion of man : How beautiful does the character of 
the Almighly Father of the universe appear! He is 
presented to us in the scriptures, as providing the 
most ample and abundant means of happiness for 
his dependent and wandering children, in this tran- 
sitory state of existence, and happiness that will ex- 
ist beyond the confines of the grave. Universalism 
represents God, as a “God of love,” no partiality in 
his character ; as a kind and affectionate parent, who 
is even more ready ‘to give good gifts unto his 
children, than we ave to ask him.”? How consoling 
| to the disponding mind, how soothing to the best 
,and noblest feelings of the heart, is the reflection 
' that we can address the Deity as the friend of man, 
‘and not as the tyrant of creation. In what a sub- 
hme and heavenly strain does the inspired prophet 
| break forth when he describes the herald of univer- 
'sal grace. “How beautiful on the mountains are 
the feet of Him that bringeth good tidings, that pub- 
lisheth peace, that bringeth glad tidings of good, 
that publisheth salvation, that saith unto Sion, thy 
God reigneth.” Is it possible that language more 
sublime and beautiful, could be expressed, to de- 
note the Universality of the gospel and its design ; 
that all those precious promises which were made 
to Abraham, that in him and his seed should the 
whole family of man be blessed ; that every son and 
daughter of Adam were interested in it ; that it was 
“to extend from sea to sea and from the river even 
to the ends of the earth ; and all Hesh shall see the 
salvation of our God.” What system of religion is 





| 





he not fulfil their longing desires? He has re-'! lasting joy upon their heads ? Has not the Son of | better calculated for man amidst the turmoils of life, 
deemed them from sin and will restore them fault-| Righteousness risen upon our world with healing in | than a sincere belief in the Universal grace of God, 


less before the throne of God: his wings ? dispensing light, life and salvation to the 
Will any doubt the testimony of St. Paul, when , world ? Is more testimony required ? we can give you 
he says, that “God was in Christ reconciling the | the test mony of ‘‘all the holy prophets since the 
world unto himself, not imputing to them their tres- world began.” And what is it? St. Paul will an- 
passes.” It would be difficult to devise words, | swer the question : “and he shall send Jesus Christ, 
whereby Universal salvation could have been ex- | which before was preached unto you, whom the hea- 
pressed more clearly. Again, Christ “ having made ‘ven must receive, until the times of restitution of 
peace through the blood of his cross, to reconcile all things, wh:ch God hath spoken by the mouth of 
all things unto himself, whether they be things in all his hoiy prophets since the world began.” The 
earth or things in heaven. Having made known | prophet Isaiah testifies that ‘he shall see of the 
unto us the mystery of his will, according to his good travail of his soul, and shall be satisfied.” What 
Pleasure which he hath purposed in himself, that in | would have satisfied the divine Redeemer but a full 
the fulness of times he might gather together in one | and complete accomplishment of the work given 
all things in Christ, both which are in heaven and | him to do? And all the weapons of Calvin and those 
Which are on earth, even in him.” Here is exhibit- | who have opposed the celestial doctrine of free and 
‘d to the mind in a clear andcomprehensive manner, | ynmerited grace in the salvation of our race “ shall 
the will, pleasure and purpose of God, and we are | never prosper.” Time would fail me should I at- 


‘and his everlasting faithfulness to perform all his 


promises. What system more certain to prevent us 
from falling into temptation than a realizing sense of 
the goodness of that Being, who can with truth say, 
what could have been done for man, more than I 
have done ? Nothing consistent with the goodness 
of God, and man’s everlasting happiness. Yes, thou 
great Creator and preserver ! thou hast told us that 
thou art good to all, May we never lose sight of 
thee, in this thine endearing character ; but preser- 
ved by thy grace, in this life, live to thy horouz, and 
at the resurrection be presented faultless before thy 
throne, “ where every creature which is in heaven, 
and on the earth and under the carth, and such as 
are in the sea, and all that are in them, will forever 
proclaim, “just and true are thy ways, thou King 

saints.” ‘Through divine grace, how highly exalte : 








fom necessity constrained to believe that it was his | ¢empt to bring forward any more authorities : if the 
determined will, for it was “ purposed in himself.” testimony of the angels, of St. Paul, of Jesus Christ 


is man. And through the same blessed mediam, 
how completely is death aiitcictee “Itis 
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0 rely for salvation, upon 
A. 


upon that grace-our hopes 


that rock our unfailing confidence is placed. 
REVIEW OF MR. FISK’S EXAMBPRATION. 
(CONTINUED FROM PAGE 58.) 

We now approach the last number of Mr. Fisk’s 
examination, in which his remarks are directed to 
the meaning of the words, fur ever, everlasting and 
clernal ; and the original words, answering to these 
English terms. 

As has been his usual practice, (whether with, or 
without cause,) he commences by complaining of 
the Reviewer : for it seems to have become so nat- 
ural for him to find fault with what he calls the mis- 
apprehension or neglect of his opponent, that we 
should scarcely recognize his communications, were 
it not for this characteristick.. In accordance with 
this favorite practice, he accuses the Reviewer of 
passing over in silence, his argument upon these 
words. 

Let us now notice the particulars which he tells 
his readers have been passed over in silence. 

The first of these statements is, that the terms, 
_ for ever, everlasting and eternal, are not borrowed and 
accomodated ** to express unlimited ideas.” 

Second, that these terms, ** both in our language, 
and in the original Hebrew and Greek, are used to 
express emphatically, the unlimited existence of 
God, and the endless happiness of the saints. 

Third, that these terms, in their radical and pri- 
mary meaning, are expressive of endless duration.” 

In relation to the jirs/, we distinctly stated that 
these words were expressive of duration : sometimes 
limited, and sometimes unlimited. 

As to the second, we agreed with Mr. F. that the 
words were applied to the duration of God’s exis- 
tence, and to the future happiness of the saints ; and 
when so applied, they were to be received as deno- 
iting endless duration, for which plain and undenia- 
ble reasons were assigned by us. See Vol. I. page 
169. | 

In noticing the third, we observed, that in order 
to be correctly informed, as to the primary and fa- 
mniliar signification of these words, we must appeal 
to their earliest use by the best and most authorita- 
tive writers of antiquity. Accordingly, we appeal- 
ed to the writings of one of the Prophets of God ; 
namely, to Moses.: and found, that out of sixty-five 
instances in which he had made use of these terms, 
Jifty-nine of them were of liméted signification. 
Here we beg leave to ask, was this passing over his 
arguments in silence? ‘To prove, however, the 
groundless nature of this charge, we need only to 
remark, that Mr. F. has bitterly complained in this 
very communication of the Reviewer’s reply to this 
particular part of his sermon. 

Nothing can be more evident, than the fact, that 
if we had neglected to notice Mr. F’s argurhent in 
this respect, he would have been under no necessity 
of offering any thing like a defence ; much less to 
have laboured so hard to ransack the literary cabinet 
of hesthen philosophers to furnish his readers with 
an exposition of these terms. Therefore, if we have, 
as Mr. F. charges us, passed by this subject in silence, 


i= "g I : oP oe 
here denominates. our silence into an unphilological 


| argument. The reference, however, to Vol. I, al- 


ready made, will show with sufficient clearness the 
gratuitous character of his declaration. 

As some of our readers may not have an opportu- 
nity to peruse the remarks in the first Vol. in which 
we offcred a wholesome rule for understanding the 
meaning of these words, when applied to different 
subjects, we shail here transcribe what we consider 
the most essential part of the communication allu- 
ded to.—(Page 169. Vol. I. section 2,7.) 


“ That these terms in the English, and those which 
they represent in the Greek, are variously used, both 
by sacred and profane writers, is generally known, 
and universally acknowledged among the learne:. 
In some instances they are so applied as to signify 
duration without end : at others, a long but indefin- 
ite continuance ; and frequently, a short duration : 
When applied to the existence of the divine Being, 
or his attributes, they are unlimited in their signif- 
cation ; because there is no limit to the being and 
attributes of God : When applied to a future life of 
happiness as the gift of God, they imply duration 
without end, because the nature of that life is de- 
scribed to be immortal and incorruptible, and Christ 
hath said, ** because I live ye shall live also.” When 
these words, or the original words answering to them, 
are applied to things that are temporal, they are 
known to be limited in their signification: Also, 
when they are so applied as to militate with the 
promises of God by taking an unlimited signification, 
they are always to be taken in a restricted sense. 
These rules of interpretation are universally admitted 
by the best Writers and Commentators upon the 
original text.” 

“It is here proper to observe, that the only method 
for obtaining the correct meaning of these words in 
point of duration, is to examine the nature of that 
to which they are applied. If the thing to which 
they are applied is endless in its nature, the words 
are there used in an unlimited sense : but if the sub- 
ject to which they are applied, be, from its nature, 
limited, these words are to be understood in the 
same limited sense. Now, if Mr. F. or any one else, 
shall be able to prove that sin or punishment is, from 
its nature, or the necessity of the case, endless, the ar- 
gument is at an end : and if they cannot, their labour 
is worse than useless, for every step they take in- 
volves them in new difficulties. If the word endless, 
or the phrase, world without end, or the Greek word 
akataluiou, from which -it is translated, were any 
where applied to sin or misery in the scriptures, the 
argument would be against us : but these are never 
so applied by the biblical writers.” 


These rules and arguments, Mr. F. has not at- 
tempted to meet and fairly refute ; for he well knew 
that it would be a hopeless task : but has furnished 
a few pitiful attempts to ridicule what he can never 
disprove, and thereby added to the catalogue of evi- 
dences which he has formerly given, of his inward 
conviction of the desperate nature of the cause he 
has espoused. 

What our examiner has said of the poor, weak and 
trembling saint, who should be informed that the 
word everlasting might be properly rendered age- 
lasting ; that such an one would be led to suppose 
that the existence of Deity would come to an end, 
if the word age-lasting were applied to him, is so 
childish that we could hardly be made to believe 
‘him to be its author. 
ine, and not an interpolation, we reply,—they have. 
too limited an understanding to have much to answer 





in our review, it proves him to be an ill-natured and 
fractious polemick, since he has construed what he 


for, or to receive any instruction which would great.. 
ly improve their condition in the present life. .We. 


| seriously doubt, how 


But admitting it to be genu- 





‘an-individual can 
be found, capable of any religious impressions, whose 
mind is so uncultivated as not to be the subject of 
entire conviction, that a Being, self-evistent, and an 
infinitely intelligent Cause is necessarily v-nortal, 
and endless in his being. And when Mr. F. can fur- 
nish a subject which will answer to the ridiculous 
picture which he has drawn, we are ready to prove 
that such an one is too ignorant to be the accounta- 
ble subject of a moral law. 

Again ; Mr. F. tells his readers that the reviewer 
has confirmed the doctrine of the sermon, by saying 
that the words, for ever and everlasting are used in 
an unlimited sense, when they are applied to God and 
his attributes, while at other times they are used in 
a restricted sense. We ask, then, why all these 
bitter complaints, if the reviewer has advocated the 
doctrine of Mr. F’s sermon? If our opponent really 
believed this statement to be true, it is really unac- 
countable that he should be continually finding fault 
with the reviewer on account of his opposition. And 
besides, he is, at every step, directly contradicting 
a former assertion, namely, that the reviewer had 
passed over this subject in silence / 

Mr. F. seems to be much disturbed by the proofs 
which we have furnished from the writings of Moses, 
that the primary and familiar application of the 
words, for ever aud everlasting, was to things limited 
in their continuance : and yet, afterall his struggles, 
he is obliged to admit the fact. He, however, as- 
serts that they are more frequently ysed in the New 
Testament to denote an tn-limited, than a limited 
duration. To account for this, is perfectly easy, 
since it was the design of the gospel to bring /fe 
and immortality to light ; and since this was the im- 
portant subject principally treated of, and to which 
the attention of the multitude was more immediate- 
ly directed by the new dispensation, nothing is more 
natural than that words signifying duration should 
be more frequently applied to its prospects and 
hopes than to any other subject. But the statement 
of our opponent, that they are applied in. the New- 
Testament, in an unlimited sense, in a ratio of nearly 
four to one, is not correct: Had he said they were 
used in a ratio of about fwo to one, he would have 
been nearly correct. This mistake, no doubt, orig- 
inated in his taking for granted, that whenever they 
are used in connexion with sin and punishment, 
they are unlimeted in their signification : but this is 
taking for granted the very subject in debate. 

Mr. F, not being disposed to admit that the /ji/ty- 
nine instances, out of siaty-five, where these words 
were used by Moses to denote limited duration, were 
all correctly represented, and yet, thinking it impru- 
dent, plainly to deny tbe fact, simply refers his read- 
ers to nine of them, as probably having an unlimited 
signification. We, therefore, request our readers 
carefully to examine them at their leisure, and they 
will need no other proof of their limited meaning. 
Gen, iii, 22. ix. 16. xliii. 9. xliv. 32. Lev. xxv. 25. 
Num, xxiv. 20, Deut. v. 29. xii. 28. xxix. 29. 

..The 136th Psalm, to which Mr. F.. refers us, on | 
account of its using the word for ever, twenty-six | 
times in an unlimited sense, is of no possible advan- 
tage to his cause, inasmuch as it is in every instance 
connected with the mercy of God. We shall, how- 
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ever, at some convenient time, compare the lan- 
guage of this. Psalm with the doctrine of endlesss 
qpisery, and send Mr. F. the paper in which it is pub- 
lished, that he may feast his soul upon the harmony 
between them, provided he can discover any pleas- 
ing relation existing between such opposites. 

He finds much fault with, and even attempts to 
ridicule the reviewer, for having said that the words 
everlasting and eternal, in our language, are derived 
from the Greek atox. These are his words.—* Mr. 
Pp. when writing on language, seems to be ignorant 
of the proper use of technical terms.” But he re- 
minds his readers, at the same time that he under- 
stands Mr. P’s meaning ; that he means that ‘these 
English terms mean the same as the Greek word 
But how should Mr. F. understand our mean- 
ing, if we have used the term pertvep without any 
proper meaning ? Suppose, however, that we had 
used a term improperly, and Mr. F. discovered the 
mistake, but knew perfectly well what the idea was 
which we intended to convey ; does it not betray a 
total absence of the noble feelings and refinements 
of the scholar, the gentleman and the christian, to 
sport with what he himself denominates the ignor- 
ance of his antagonist ? Would any man, who feels 
conscious of having any fair claim to either of the 
above distinguishing appellations, be likely to de- 
scend to such Jow and pitiful measures, as that of 
satirizing his.antagonist because he supposed that 
he stood in need of being informed of what was the 
proper use of a technical term ? We shall leave Mr. 
 F. and our readers to answer these questions at their 
leisure. 

Before we dismiss this subject, however, we beg 
leave to remark, that Mr. F. with all his boasted phi- 
lology, has made, substantially, the same statement, 
for the use of which he charges Mr. P. with ignor- 
ance. These are his words.—“ The Greek word 
aion, which, with its derivatives, is the term used in 
the New Testament to express the duration of the 
sinner’s punishment, has its radical definition clearly 
marked,” &c. Now what are the derivatives of this 
Greek term ? Why, according to Mr. F. they are the 
words which denote the duration of the sinner’s 
punishment : and these terms he informs us, are for 


AION. 


ever, everlasting and elernal. Ten according to his | 


own statement, these English words are derived from 
the Greek arow. It is indeed unfortunate for men 
who live in glass houses, that they should suffer 
themselves to assail the habitation of their neigh- 
bours with such weapons as would effectually de- 
stroy their own fortress; which seems to be the 
misfortune of Mr. F. Again—He tells us that the 
English word “ efernal, is derived directly from the 
Latin, efernitas.” But, if adjectives be not derived 
from nouns, (which seems to be the subject of Mr. 
F's ridicule) Mr. F. has fallen into the same error for 
which he censures the reviewer : For the Latin efer- 
Nitas is properly a noun, and the English, efernal, 
isan adjective. Thus we see Mr. F. deriving an ad- 
jective directly from a noun, and all his censure 
falling on his own head. We may, therefore, say to 
him, “ Physician, heal thyself.” 

It is now proper for us to explain the sense in 
Which we used the word derived. By this term we 
‘imply meant that the words for ever, everlasting and 


eternal, in our language, came to us from the Greek 
arox, a word compounded of ax1 (not arm as Mr. F. 
tells us,) always, and on, being. And which the best 
Lexicographers inform us is a term denoting dura- 
tion, but with great variety. Nox do we believe that 
Mr. F: will venture to dispute our correctness in the 
use of the term derived, or call in question the defi- 
nition of the word aton as here given. 

In our next, which we expect will be the last of 
this review, we shall consider the testimony of .4ris- 
totle, and the rule of exegesis to which Mr. F. ob- 
jects. 


(To be coneluded in our next.) 


FOR THE CHRISTIAN TELESCOPE. 


ORTHODOX CIRCULAR. 

The Presbyterian Synod in New-York have re- 
cently issued a Circular, respecting the observance 
of the Sabbath. I understand that a copy of this 
Circular was sent to a certain Clergyman in this 
town, who caused it to be read in conference meet- 
ing last Sabbath evening. My informant says some 
of its features are equal to the Blue Laws of Con- 
necticut. I understand the circular states that the 
vote of the Synod was, to have them sent to all 
christian ministers, in all the States in the Union.— 
My object in noticing this circular is to request that 
any christian minister, or other person, who may 
have one of them, would cause it to be published in 
some one or more of our publick papers. Having 
understood that the Unitarian and Universalist Cler- 
men in this place have not been honoured with a 
copy, I suppose it is because the Synod do not con- 
sider them christian ministers. Be this as it may, 
the subjeet of the circular is an important one, and 
the public at large are interested in what these ec- 
clesiastics have sent forth in the manner this ap- 
pears to have come before a portion of the public in 
this town. in Opposer of Priestcraft. 


FOR THE CHRISTIAN TELESCOPE. 
SHORT SERMONS, NO. 3. 


world.” John iv. 42. 

This is the whole gospel in miniature. Christ is 
here said to be the Saviour of the world. The word 
world is here so used as to signify that the thing 
containing is put for the things contained. And as 
the world is the residence of all human beings, it is 
manifest that all will be made happy by Jesus Christ. 
Jesus cannot be the Saviour of all, unless all are sav- 
ed by him. When God is said to be the Creator of 
all men, no person in his senses would pretend that 
a part only were created. The very declaration 
God is the Creator of all men, proves that all are crea- 
ted, and the declaration that Christ is the Saviour of 
the world, proves that all will y salvation. 

Christ then will finally og world. But we 
are told that the word-world not mean all men. 
Well, then apply it to a part. Does the term world, 
mean the elect, or believers? Then the elect or be- 
lievers, are the greatest of sinners. The apostle 
says, “ we are of God, and the world lieth in wicked- 





the world cannot receive. And again, to his disciples 
hé says} “ ff the world hate you, it hated mé before 





“ This is indeed the Christ, the Saviour of the | 


ness.””” Jesus says he will send the Comforter whom |. 


‘it hated you.” Thus it will be seen, that if 
world means the elect or believers, then the. elect 
or believers lie in wickedness, cannot receive the 
Comforter, but hate Christ and his disciples. ) 
But does the word world mean the non-elect or 
unbelievers? Then the non-elect or unbelievers 
will be saved. “ Christ,” says the text, “ is the Sav 
iour of the world.” “God,” says the apostle, ‘sig 
reconciling the world to himself.” Jesus tells us 
that he came not to condemn the world, but to save 
the world. “God so loved the world that he sent 
his Son to save them.” Thus it appears that to limit 
the term world to a part of mankind, involves a dif- 
ficulty for the abettors of endless torments. The 
fact is, the word world always means all men, unless 
the connexion or the nature of the subject limits its 
signification, and this limitation shows that the word 
naturally includes every human being. Our text 
has no such limitation, therefore it applies to all men. 
Thus will the anointed of the Lord, give eternal 
beatitude to the whole family of man. C. H. 


SELECTIONS. 











FROM THE CONNECTICUT OBSERVER. 


ENDLESS MISERY. 


Mr. Editor,—t have seen it advanced lately as an 
argument against future, endless punishment, that 
as the ‘time will never come when this doom_ will 
have been suffered, it is clear it can never be impo- 
sed, —Consequently * That God will never be able 
to finish a just purpose, though He will be eternally 
striving to effect it.’ I suppose it will not be deni- 
ed that He has promised everlasting happiness to 
the righteous. But if the reasoning I have mention- 
ed be correct, it will be difficult for Him to fulfil the 


| promise, ‘as the time will never come’ when ever- 


lasting happiness will have been en aioged.) Cage ! Conse 

quently, shall we argue ‘ that God will never be able 

to finish a just purpose, though he will be ete 

striving to effect it ” It will be found, Se _ 

there is no more difficulty in inflicting endless 

ishment, than in conferring an endless reward, 
Yours, &c. R. 


R does not seem to remember that God has declar- 
ed man shall be rewarded according to his works, and 
that if his guilt be infinite, endless punishment will 
not be according to it, as between two infinities there 
can be no imaginable proportion. Between finite 
and infinite there is no measure, or mean propor- 
tional, and between infinities the same want of meas~ 
ure or proportional exists. We can discoyer the 
common measure between four and six, but no pro- 
portional between four and any indefinite number. 
It is however as easy to ascertain the proportion be- 
tween six and any uncertain number, as it is between 
two ciphers, or two infinities, the undertaking in 
each case being impracticable. Hence punishment, 
if it be endless, cannot be according to infinite guilt, 
as between infinities there is no measure or pro- 
portion. 


But to render this’ difficulty the greater, it is alleg- 
ed that man is immeasurably criminal before he sees 
the light, and that his infinite punishment does not 
commence till after death. How twa infinities can 
be of different lengths, especially when one is made 
according fo the other, is not easily seen, WJ could 





or figures readily explain it, Yet) tl 


dicators of unending torment grant tt | 


receive their endless punishment in this I 
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nations do not exist in the coming state, and there: | portioned to the sins for which they are inflicted. 


fore cannot be chastized ina social capacity. Na-| Does any person deliberately believe that God would 


tional sins however are the misdeeds of individuals, 
and if the criminals be rewarded in this stage of be- 
ing, the fact demonstrates that suffering need not be 
endless to be according to guilt, or to fulfil God’s 
threatening on the offender. It is moreover conce- 
ded that Christ endured eternal punishment, or the 
very pains we deserved to suffer; but if human nai 
ture bore in three hours all that God had menaced for 
the sins of an individual, or of a world, the endless- 
ness of suffering is completely disproved. 

Besides all this, punishment, to be according to 
suilt, should be measurable, or proportioned to the 
deeds it is designed to reward ; should this be its 
character, it must be terminable, as whatever has 
degrees, or can be adjusted to another thing, is ne- 
cessarily limited. Should it be measureless, it can- 
not Le according to works, as all proportion is lost, 
and all equity impracticable, when there is no scale 
by which to measure the guilt, or graduate the pun- 
ishment. 

According to.Calvin, unborn infants have the seeds 
of damnation in them, and they are sent to eternal 
misery, not for any malefaction, but for the corrupt 
nature which God has given them. This course is 
utterly opposed to the scriptures, for they invariably 
found punishment on crime, and graduate one by 
the other. The servant that knew his Lord’s will, 
but did not perform it, shall receive much correc- 
tion, and he who knew it not, and did commit things 
worthy of stripes, shall receive little. But should 
these radically vile infants come into this state of ex- 
istence and commit sin, for what should they be re- 
warded, their inbred depravity, or the misdeeds of 
this life ? should their crimes be recompensed, they 
could not be punished for their awfully wicked na- 
ture ; but should they be damned for the sinfulness 
of their constitution, all the horrid atrocities of this 
life would pass with complete impunity. Whichev- 
er ground is taken, much guilt must be left without 
the least degree of reward, as there will not be suffi- 
cient space in eternity for God to punish adequate- 
ly, either for total depravement, or the wickedness 
of this life. 

Again, endless recompense cannot be according 
to works, for if the first wrong act did not merit infi- 
hite punishment, all the crimes of a thousand years 
could not, as whatever can receive addition, may re- 
ceive it in perpetuo. Then a sinner must be eternal- 
ly condemned for his first transgression, and all his 
other iniquities must remain forever unpunished, or 
his guilt must be limited, and consequently his re- 
ward. 

In the last place, when God most awfully depicts 
in the twenty sixth of Leviticus the plagues, mise- 
ries, desolation and famine which he would send on 
the Jewish nation, should they rebel against his laws 
and violate his covenant, he invariably declares the 
infliction shall be according to their sins, and for 
them ; yet nothing is better ascertained than the lim- 
itation of all those rewards. In the twenty-eighth 
of Deuteronomy is another soul-harrowing denunci- 
ation on Israel, should they break the statutes, or 
disregard the ordinances of Heaven ; but all the me- 
naced curses are of a measured character, and pro- 





threaten the Jews with all the miseries which those 
chapters describe, and declare they were according 
to their sins, when endless torment was deserved, 
and will be imposed on those who have already been 
corrected according to their deserts? Moreover, the 
prophet affirms that the punishment of his people is 
greater than the punishment of Sodom ; but if the 
Sodomites are enduring endless pain, what compari- 
son can be made between the sufferings of Jerusa- 
lem and Sodom ? If the wickedness of man deserve, 
or God have threatened him with endless misery ac- 
cording to his sins, how could Jeremiah say, the pun- 
ishment of thine iniquity is accomplished, O daugh- 
ter of Zion, when it was greater than the infinite 
recompense of Sodom, or how could Isaiah say of 
Jerusalem, that she had received at the Lord’s hand 
double for all her sins, if an unlimited reward were 
due and would be given? But God has promised 
that he will not contend forever, that he will not al- 
ways be wroth ; and the prophet, speaking for him 
says, he will not cast off forever; but though he 
cause grief, yet will he have compassion according 
to. the multitude of bis mercies. For he doth not 
affict willingly, nor grieve the children of men. 
With all these scriptures and reasonings before us, 
we request R to quote the statute of Heaven which 
threatens the offender with endless misery for his 
works, and according to them, for he must recollect 
that all the punishment which the scripture menaces 
to the criminal, is founded on his guilt, and measir- 


ed by its degree. 


If this penalty cannot be found 


attached to any law of God, it mav be well to learn! 


on what it rests, for an opinion on this great 
should neither be formed nor expressed on weak 
authority. Ifan infinite reward be appended to the 
violation of any of God’s ordinances, which have 
been published to the world, it can be pointed out 
without difficulty, and all obscurity removed from 
this momentous concern ; but if it cannot be shown, 
people should be cautious how they aver that man 
is exposed to this awful doom, or that such a pen- 
alty is registered in the statute book of Heaven. It 
is hoped R will attend to these suggestions, and not 
fancy that the mere starting of an imagined difficul- 
ty will invalidate a train of reasoning, which he has 
neither undertaken to criticise nor destroy, 

It might appear superfluous to add any thing to 
these remarks, for the clearer understanding of the 
subject, or the removal of doubt, but as some may 
not discover how the objection is answered, we must 
be pardoned for our prolixity. It is explicitly deni- 
ed that endless happiness.is promised as the recom- 
pense of works ; for it is the gift of God, and there- 
fore in no intelligible sense a reward. But all the 
punishment that is denounced is on the ground of 
works, and measure them. Hence all the fan- 
cied dilemma vanish@s, when it is scen that God can 
promise man the fruition of bliss, and render the-en- 
joyment perpetual, and that he could take the same 


course in regard to misery ; but the ground is entire-. 


ly changed, when all penal suffering is based on the 
crimes of the delinquent, and graduated by them. 


This obvious distinction should be kept in ‘mind by’ 


every oge who attempts to investigate this interes- 


ting topic, otherwise free salvation 
might be vindicated. 


and free perdition 


NEW ASSOCIATION. 

An assembly of Ministers and Delegates in the — 
faith of Universal Salvation, convened at the City of 
Hudson, (N. ¥.) on the second ultimo ; and afte» 
mature and prayerful deliberation, organized “ ‘The 
Hudson River Association,” in fellowship with «the 
General Convention of Universalists-and all ‘other 
similar Associations. Bros. 4. Kneeland, J. 8. Thomp.- 


| son, D. Skinner and T: F. King, were present. The 


first meeting of the Association is to be held at Dan- 
bury, (Conn. ) on the second Wednesday and Thurs. 
day of September, 1826.—Ministering brethren 
from the east, who can make it convenient, are re- 
quested to attend, There are new seven Associations 
of Universalists, in the State of New York. The 
Lord prosper and bless them in every good word and 
work—and cause them to increase in the Christian 
graces, as their numbers multiply.—Gos. Her. 


None but those whe have learned the art ofsub- | 
jecting their senses as well as reason to hypothetical | 
systems, can be persuaded by the most specious rhet- | 
orician that the lots of life are equal; yet it cannot | 
be denied that every one has his peculiar pleasures 
and vexations, that external accidents operate various. | 
ly upon different minds, and that no man can exactly | 
judge from his own sensations what another would | 
feel in the same circumstances. | 








The salutary effect of long continued restraint upon 
| the irascible passions, is astrong argument in favour of | 
the cultivation of that politeness, which, though too | 


‘| often a fictitious substitute of true gentleness, is yet | 


favourable tothe cultivation of the reality. 





MARRIED, 

In this town, on Tuesday evening week, by Rev. 
Mr. Webb, Mr. Seth Swain, of Nantucket, to Miss 
Mary Fisher, of this town. 

On Wednesday wegen Dep by Rev. Mr. Edes, 
Mr. Benj. T. Foster, of this town, to Miss Zeolide 
W. Brown, of Wretnham. 

Same evening, by Rev. Mr. Edes, Mr. Calvin W. 
Howe, of New-York, to Miss Charlotte Atwell, daugh- | 
ter of the late Col. Amos Atwell, of this town. 

In North-Providetice, on Tuesday evening last, 
by Rev. Mr. Pickering, Mr. Silas Hall, Jr. of Provi- 
dence, to Miss Julia-Ann Smith, of N. P. 

In Cumberland, by Rev. Mr. Cutler, Mr. Levi 
Sweatland, to Miss Sally Crowninshield, all of that 
town, 

In Cumberland, Nov. 27, by Rev. Mr. Cutler, Mr. - 
William A. Phillips, to Miss Elizabeth M. Phillips, | 
all of that town. ; 


—_—_—— 








DIED, 

In this town, 1st inst. Mrs. Cynthia A. Vinton, wife 
of Mr. Oliver Vinton, aged 27 years. 

Same day, Mrs. Mary Tefft, widow of the late Mr. 
David Tcfit, in the 65th year of her age. | 

On Sunday morning last, Mrs. Sarah Randall, wife 
of Mr. Nicholas Randall, of Cranston, in her 56tl 
year. 

On Monday morning last, Cynthia Hale, an inter 
esting and. promising daughter of Mr. William 
Smith, in the 4th year of her age. 

In Taunton, on Saturday last, Mr. Daniel Brewé 
aged 82 ycars. , 

In Woodstock, Con. on the 29th ult. Mr Rhode 
Wilkinson, eldest brother of William Wilkinsot 








